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THE SECOND FORD-CARTER DEBATE 

AHINCR: VOA NE!!S ANALYST RONALD. J. DUNLAVEY HAS THESE OBSERVATIONS 
OF THE SECOND FORD-CARTER DEBATE: 

VOICE: WITH THE PUBLIC OPIi!IOM POLLS SHOWING THE GAP BETWEEN 
PRESIDENT FORD AND GOVERNOR CARTER CLOSING IN RECENT DAYS, THE 
SECOND OF THEIR NATIONALLY-TELEVISED DEBATES TOOK ON ADDED 
IMPORTAI'ICE. ONCE AGAIN, THE TELEVISION AUDIENCE WAS ESTIMATED AT 
OR IN EXCESS OF NINETY MILLION, ONCE AGAIN, IT COULD BE 
TRUTHFULLY SAID THAT A UNIQUE AND HISTORIC EVENT IN THE ANNALS 
OF ANiERICAN POLITICS HAD TAKEN PLACE. 

THE INEVITABLE QUESTIO!N=--"WHO WWON?"=-=15 REALLY IMPOSSIBLE TO 
ANSWER, CECAUSE SO MANY SUBJECTIVE IMPRESSIONS ARE INVOLVED, ONE 
OR THO THINGS, HOWEVER, DID EMERGE WITI| CERTAINTY. THE FIRST WAS 
THAT THIS DEBATE “AS SHARPE? AND LIVELIER THAN THE FIRST ONE. THAT 
MAY BE BECAUSE THE CANDIDATCS WERE A LITTLE MORE AT EASE AND 
CONSEQUENTLY A LITTLE BOLDER IN THEIR ATTACKS AND RIPOSTES, IT 
MAY BE BECAUSE THE SUBJECT IATTER---FOREIGN POLICY--=-1S MORE 
COLORFUL THAN THE ECONOMIC AFFAIRS WHICH WERE DISCUSSED IN THE 
FIRST DERATE; ECONOMICS ARE OF VITAL IMPORTANCE, OBVIOUSLY, BUT 
HARDER TO PRESENT IN AN INTERESTING WAY, 

THE SECOND IMPRESSION THAT EMERGED FROM THE DEBATE WAS THAT 
THE TWO CANDIDATES WERE Aarau ric NOT ABOUT BASIC POSITIONS OF 
AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY BUT ABOUT METHODS AND RESPECTIVE 
CAPABILITIES. BOTH AGREED THAT THE UNITED STATES MUST BE STRONG, 
SUT EACH ACCUSED THE OTHER OF ADVOCATI:IG MEASURES THAT EITHER 
MOULD WEAKEN OR HAD ALREADY WEAKENED AMERICAN DEFENSES. EACH 
CALLED FOR BETTER RELATIONS WITH THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 


AND EXPRESSED SUPPORT FOR THE TAIWAN COMMITMENT, BUT GOVERNOR 
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CARTER DID NOT AGREE WITH PRESIDENT FORD THAT CONTACTS WITH 

PEKING HAD BEEN ADEQUATELY FOLLOWED UP, EACH INDICATED A DESIRE 
FOR BETTER SOVIET-AMERICAN RELATIONS---BUT GOVERNOR CARTER FELT 
THAT MOSCOW WAS GETTING ALL THE BENEFITS FROM DETENTE, WHILE 
PRESIDENT FORD POINTED TO THE VLADIVOSTOK AGREEMENT AND THE GRAIN 
SALES THAT BENEFITTED AMERICAN AGRECULTURE. ON A HOST OF SUBJECTS: 
THE AMERICAN COMMITMENT TO ISRAEL AND PEACE IN THE MIDDLE EAST 

AND SOUTHERN AFRICA, A FIRM NATO ALLIANCE, A NEW STRATEGIC ARMS 
AGREEMENT, EFFORTS TO STEM NUCLEAR PROLIFERATION, THE ARAB 

BOYCOTT AND SOME AMERICAN BUSINESS FIRMS, THE NEED TO NEGOTIATE 

A NEW PANAMA CANAL AGREEMENT WHILE MAINTAINING THE REQUIREMENTS 

OF AMERICAN SECURITY---ON ISSUE AFTER ISSUE THE DISAGREEMENT WAS 
ON METHODS RATHER THAN ON GOALS, AND ON THE QUALIFICATIONS OF THE 
CANDIDATES. ON THIS LAST POLIT, BOTH WERE QUITE FRANK: MR. FORD 
INDICATED THAT HE THINKS GOVERNOR CARTER IS INEXPERIENCED; MR. 
CARTER ACCUSED THE PRESIDENT OF WEAK LEADERSHIP. OVER AND OVER 
AGAIN GOVERNOR CARTER ARGUED THAT THE FORD ADMINISTRATION'S FOREIGN 
POLICY MAKING HAD BEEN SECRETIVE, WHILE THE PRESIDENT REPLIED THAT 
HE HAD TAKEN SOTH THE PUBLIC AND CONGRESS INTO HIS CONFIDENCE ON 
CRITICAL ISSUES, 

SO, ANYONE EXPECTII'G MARKED DIFFERENCES IN LONG-RANGE GOALS 
WOULD HAVE BEEI! DISAPPOIi'TED IN THIS DEBATE. IN FACT, THERE DID 
NOT APPEAR TO BE TOO MANY EXTREME DIFFERENCES IN THE STRATEGY OF 
FOREIGN POLICY; AS ERIC SEVEREIO, THE VETERAN NEWS COMMENTATOR, 
REMARKED: ‘IT WAS A PRETTY RATIONAL DEBATE DETWEEN TWO REASONASLE 
WELL-INFORMED MEN." WHAT THE Tt!f0 CANDIDATES SEEMED TO BE ARGUING 
MAINLY WAS THEIR RESPECTIVE ABILITY TO RUN AN AMERICAN FOREIGN 


POLICY ON WHOSE GOALS THEY ARE PRETTY MUCH IN AGREEMENT. 


a 


